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hires last year, and women account for
50 percent of jobs held by college-edu-
cated individuals. This is all very good
news.

Yet, when you look at advancement,
we see another story emerging. It is es-
timated that when people are promoted
to managers in corporations, only 37
percent of them are women. When pro-
motions to vice presidents are made,
only 26 percent are women.

This is a talent drain. This is not
only a big problem for women, but it’s
a big problem for our economy. It lim-
its diversity of ideas, which limits pro-
ductivity.

The gender gap hurts U.S. competi-
tiveness by creating management
structures that don’t reflect the views
of 50 percent of the population. It hurts
families because women are economic
anchors in the majority of families.

Fifty-three percent of working
women are primary breadwinners, and
15 million households are headed by
women. We’re creating an economic
burden. The gender gap and wage gap is
not reflective of the kind of society we
want to live in. We need to reverse
both institutional and individual
mindsets that limit the progress of
women.

——————

PAYCHECK FAIRNESS ACT

(Mr. GARCIA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. GARCIA. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of Equal Pay Day because we
are a stronger Nation when our sons
and daughters get equal pay for an
equal day of work. As the proud father
of a teenage daughter, I know that
children deserve to have a fair shot at
success, regardless of their gender.

When a woman in south Florida is
paid 86 cents for every dollar paid to a
man for the same job, it creates a year-
ly gap for women of almost $6,000.
That’s real money. It’s nearly a year of
groceries, 5 months of rent, 30 months
of gas.

And so, in this new century, with so
many women serving as heads of house-
holds and women being a critical part
of our economic success, it’s time we
close the gender pay gap once and for
all and pass the Paycheck Fairness
Act.

SUPPORT WAGE EQUALITY

(Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to address wage equality in
our Nation, or the lack thereof.

I was raised by a mother, a school-
teacher. She worked hard. She worked
harder than any male that I know of on
her job, and then when she came home,
she worked hard in the home, harder
than any male that I've ever known.
And she turned me over to my wife.

My wife works harder than I ever
thought about working, both outside
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the home and in the home. So I believe
that it is definitely a great tragedy
that either one of those women would
make less than a man doing the same
thing on the job. I think it’s terrible.

Seventy-seven cents for every dollar
earned by a man is what women make
in my home State of Georgia. I'm par-
ticularly alarmed by the wage gap for
minority women, who often earn less
than 64 cents for every dollar earned by
a non-minority man.

Without equal pay, women working
twice as hard only go half as far. We
must continue to strive for income
equality and support women in the
workplace.

————
PAYCHECK FAIRNESS ACT

(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. DELAURO. It has now been 50
yvears since Congress passed the Equal
Pay Act to confront the ‘‘serious and
endemic’ problem of unequal wages in
America. At the time, when women
were a third of the Nation’s workforce,
President John F. Kennedy said that
this would help to end ‘‘the uncon-
scionable practice of paying female em-
ployees less wages than male employ-
ees for the same job.”

Today, women are now half of the
Nation’s workforce, but they are still
only being paid 77 cents on the dollar
as compared to men. And that is why
today we’re once again forced to recog-
nize Equal Pay Day, the day in 2013
when a woman’s earnings for 2012 catch
up to what a man made last year.

Unequal pay affects families all
across our country. They’re trying to
pay their bills, trying to achieve the
American Dream, and are getting less
take-home pay than they deserve for
their hard work. More steps are clearly
needed to ensure that women are paid
what they deserve.

We need to pass legislation that will
end pay secrecy and give women the
tools to ensure that they are being
compensated fairly. We need to pass
the Paycheck Fairness Act. Men,
women, same job, same pay.

Fifty years after this Congress first
acted on the issue, it is time to end un-
equal pay. Make the dubious milestone
of Equal Pay Day a thing of the past.

————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, April 9, 2013.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
The Speaker, U.S. Capitol,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in clause 2(h) of rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
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sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
April 9, 2013 at 9:43 a.m.:
That the Senate agreed to S. Con. Res. 10.
With best wishes, I am
Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS.

———————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 5 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 20 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

————
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. HULTGREN) at 5 o’clock
and 3 minutes p.m.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later.

———

BONNEVILLE UNIT CLEAN
HYDROPOWER FACILITATION ACT

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 254) to authorize the Secretary of
the Interior to facilitate the develop-
ment of hydroelectric power on the Di-
amond Fork System of the Central
Utah Project.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 254

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Bonneville
Unit Clean Hydropower Facilitation Act’’.
SEC. 2. DIAMOND FORK SYSTEM DEFINED.

For the purposes of this Act, the term ‘‘Di-
amond Fork System’ means the facilities
described in chapter 4 of the October 2004
Supplement to the 1988 Definite Plan Report
for the Bonneville Unit.

SEC. 3. COST ALLOCATIONS.

Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, in order to facilitate hydropower devel-
opment on the Diamond Fork System, the
amount of reimbursable costs allocated to
project power in Chapter 6 of the Power Ap-
pendix in the October 2004 Supplement to the
1988 Bonneville Unit Definite Plan Report,
with regard to power development upstream
of the Diamond Fork System, shall be con-
sidered final costs as well as costs in excess
of the total maximum repayment obligation
as defined in section 211 of the Central Utah
Project Completion Act of 1992 (Public Law
102-575), and shall be subject to the same
terms and conditions.



H1842

SEC. 4. NO PURCHASE OR MARKET OBLIGATION;
NO COSTS ASSIGNED TO POWER.
Nothing in this Act shall obligate the
Western Area Power Administration to pur-
chase or market any of the power produced
by the Diamond Fork power plant and none
of the costs associated with development of
transmission facilities to transmit power
from the Diamond Fork power plant shall be
assigned to power for the purpose of Colo-
rado River Storage Project ratemaking.
SEC. 5. PROHIBITION ON TAX-EXEMPT FINANC-

No facility for the generation or trans-
mission of hydroelectric power on the Dia-
mond Fork System may be financed or refi-
nanced, in whole or in part, with proceeds of
any obligation—

(1) the interest on which is exempt from
the tax imposed under chapter 1 of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986, or

(2) with respect to which credit is allow-
able under subpart I or J of part IV of sub-
chapter A of chapter 1 of such Code.

SEC. 6. REPORTING REQUIREMENT.

If, 24 months after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, hydropower production on
the Diamond Fork System has not com-
menced, the Secretary of the Interior shall
submit a report to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources of the Senate stating this
fact, the reasons such production has not yet
commenced, and a detailed timeline for fu-
ture hydropower production.

SEC. 7. PAYGO.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the
purpose of complying with the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion” for this Act, submitted for printing in
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of
the House Budget Committee, provided that
such statement has been submitted prior to
the vote on passage.

SEC. 8. LIMITATION ON THE USE OF FUNDS.

The authority under the provisions of sec-
tion 301 of the Hoover Power Plant Act of
1984 (Public Law 98-381; 42 U.S.C. 16421a)
shall not be used to fund any study or con-
struction of transmission facilities developed
as a result of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. WITTMAN) and the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. HOLT)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous materials on the bill under
consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

H.R. 254, introduced by Congressman
JASON CHAFFETZ of Utah, facilitates
the development of 50 megawatts of
clean and renewable hydroelectric
power at existing Interior Department
facilities in the Diamond Fork System
in Utah. That is enough electricity to
power over 50,000 homes.

The bill removes an administrative
impediment to make this happen. As
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part of the Interior Department’s cur-
rent rules, the developer must first pay
$106 million even before investing in
the capital cost to install hydropower
generators. As Water and Power Sub-
committee Chairman ToM MCCLINTOCK
said, this requirement is akin to a fam-
ily renting out a room but first requir-
ing the renter to pay off their mort-
gage. The family is then shocked that
nobody wants to rent from them and
the family is not further along in pay-
ing off its mortgage and has denied
itself rental income. The Congressional
Budget Office concurred by stating:

The Federal Government is unlikely, under
current law, to develop the hydropower re-
sources of the Diamond Fork project for at
least the next 10 years.

Therefore, this bill removes the re-
quirement of paying for the sunk cost
and encourages non-Federal entities to
pursue hydropower development at Di-
amond Fork. As a result, this legisla-
tion will generate $4 million in revenue
over a 10-year period. The House has
passed this legislation twice in as
many Congresses, and I urge my col-
leagues to support it again.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

(Mr. HOLT asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HOLT. H.R. 254, introduced by
my friend Mr. CHAFFETZ of Utah, would
allow for the production of hydropower
at existing facilities by deferring the
debt associated with hydropower devel-
opment on the Diamond Fork System,
as you have heard.

This would facilitate the develop-
ment of 50 megawatts of clean hydro-
electric power while generating rev-
enue for the government for the use of
its water facilities. This is what we
should want to see.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
support its passage, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Utah
(Mr. CHAFFETZ).

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the bipartisan support that
we’ve had in the passage of this legisla-
tion and urge its support.

H.R. 254 is a win for Federal tax-
payers, the environment, and energy
users. This bill allows for the develop-
ment of 50 megawatts of clean, renew-
able hydropower on the Diamond Fork
System in Utah and will generate
$600,000 per year for the Federal Gov-
ernment. In Utah, we are one of the
fastest-growing areas in the Nation and
we need this power.

Under current law, hydropower will
not be developed on the Diamond Fork
System due to a requirement that en-
ergy developers pay $106 million to re-
cover sunk costs that were incurred
several years ago.

This $106 million payment require-
ment renders the hydropower project
economically unfeasible. According to
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the Congressional Budget Office doing
an assessment on H.R. 254:

Among the reasons that CBO expects the
site will probably not be developed over the
next 10 years under current law is a require-
ment that project sponsors pay the Treasury
for a portion of the Federal Government’s
previous investments in the water project.

H.R. 254 would waive the repayment
requirement, making the project eco-
nomically feasible. In addition, the de-
veloper would pay the Federal Govern-
ment a $600,000 per year fee, unrelated
to the sunk cost, once the project is
completed.

Massive amounts of energy are gen-
erated in the Diamond Fork unit as
water flows downhill from Strawberry
Reservoir to the Utah and Salt Lake
Valleys. Energy dissipators are scat-
tered throughout the pipeline to slow
the flow and disperse the energy. Under
H.R. 254, the operators would be able to
replace those dissipators with turbines,
allowing the currently wasted energy
to be converted into electricity.

With or without this bill, the Federal
Government will not recover the $106
million under any realistic scenario,
and developers will not create 50
megawatts of renewable hydropower
unless the sunk cost repayment re-
quirement is waived. Additionally, the
Federal Government will receive
$600,000 per year once the project is
completed if the repayment require-
ment is waived.

This has had a number of hearings
within the Natural Resources Com-
mittee. We appreciate the bipartisan
support and spirit of this moving for-
ward. I would urge passage by my col-
leagues. We need the energy. This is
the best, clean way we can do it.

Mr. HOLT. Does the gentleman from
Virginia have further speakers?

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further speakers.

Mr. HOLT. With that, I will repeat
my advice to my colleagues that we
support this legislation, and I yield
back the balance of my time.
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Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I con-
cur with the gentleman from New Jer-
sey in that this bill should pass, and I
appreciate the bipartisan support.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
WITTMAN) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 254.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.
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AMERICAN BATTLEFIELD PROTEC-
TION PROGRAM AMENDMENTS
ACT OF 2013

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1033) to authorize the acquisition
and protection of nationally significant
battlefields and associated sites of the
Revolutionary War and the War of 1812
under the American Battlefield Protec-
tion Program.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1033

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘American
Battlefield Protection Program Amendments
Act of 2013”.

SEC. 2. REVOLUTIONARY WAR AND WAR OF 1812
AMERICAN BATTLEFIELD PROTEC-
TION.

Section 7301(c) of the Omnibus Public Land
Management Act of 2009 (Public Law 111-11)
is amended as follows:

(1) In paragraph (1)—

(A) by striking subparagraph (A) and in-
serting the following:

“(A) BATTLEFIELD REPORT.—The term ‘bat-
tlefield report’ means, collectively—

‘(i) the report entitled ‘Report on the Na-
tion’s Civil War Battlefields’, prepared by
the Civil War Sites Advisory Commission,
and dated July 1993; and

‘‘(ii) the report entitled ‘Report to Con-
gress on the Historic Preservation of Revolu-
tionary War and War of 1812 Sites in the
United States’, prepared by the National
Park Service, and dated September 2007."’;
and

(B) in subparagraph (C)(ii), by striking
“Battlefield Report” and inserting ‘‘battle-
field report’’.

(2) In paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘eligible
sites or” after ‘‘acquiring”.

(3) In paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘an eligi-
ble site or’’ after ‘‘acquire’.

(4) In paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘an eligi-
ble site or’’ after ‘‘acquiring’.

(5) In paragraph (5), by striking ‘“An’’ and
inserting ‘““An eligible site or an”’.

(6) By redesignating paragraph (6) as para-
graph (9).

(7) By inserting after paragraph (5) the fol-
lowing new paragraphs:

‘“(6) WILLING SELLERS.—Acquisition of land
or interests in land under this subsection
shall be from willing sellers only.

“(7) REPORT.—Not later than 5 years after
the date of the enactment of this subsection,
the Secretary shall submit to Congress a re-
port on the activities carried out under this
subsection, including a description of—

‘“(A) preservation activities carried out at
the battlefields and associated sites identi-
fied in the battlefield report during the pe-
riod between publication of the battlefield
report and the report required under this
paragraph;

‘(B) changes in the condition of the battle-
fields and associated sites during that pe-
riod; and

‘(C) any other relevant developments re-
lating to the battlefields and associated sites
during that period.

“(8) PROHIBITION ON LOBBYING.—

‘“‘(A) IN GENERAL.—None of the funds pro-
vided pursuant to this section may be used
for purposes of lobbying any person or entity
regarding the implementation of this section
or be granted, awarded, contracted, or other-
wise be made available to any person, orga-
nization, or entity that participates in such
lobbying.
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‘(B) LOBBYING DEFINED.—For purposes of
this paragraph, the term ‘lobbying’ means to
directly or indirectly pay for any personal
service, advertisement, telegram, telephone
call, letter, printed or written matter, or
other device intended or designed to influ-
ence in any manner a Member of Congress, a
jurisdiction, or an official of any government
to favor, adopt, or oppose by vote or other-
wise, any legislation, law, ratification, pol-
icy, land use plan (including zoning), or ap-
propriation of funds before or after the intro-
duction of any bill, resolution, or other
measure proposing such legislation, law,
ratification, policy, or appropriation.”’.

(8) In paragraph (9) (as redesignated by
paragraph (6)), by striking ‘‘2013”’ and insert-
ing ‘2018”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. WITTMAN) and the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. HOLT)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous materials on the bill under
consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The American Battlefield Protection
Act addressed the preservation and
protection of Civil War battlefields
through conservation easements or
through the purchase of land from will-
ing sellers with Federal grants. H.R.
1033 renews this effort which will soon
expire and adds Revolutionary War and
War of 1812 battlefields to those eligi-
ble for protection.

It is important to know that the bill
we are considering mirrors the version
from the last Congress that passed the
House and included improvements
made by the Natural Resources Com-
mittee. Specifically, the program sun-
set was moved up from 10 to 5 years,
and we retained the existing authoriza-
tion of appropriations to provide a
more realistic funding level in these
times of deficit spending.

Additionally, the committee added
language to prohibit these funds from
being used for lobbying activities or for
being distributed to organizations that
participate in lobbying. With so many
existing needs within the National
Park Service, we want to ensure that
these funds go specifically for battle-
field protection and not outside advo-
cacy.

I would also like to point out that
this legislation does not fund advocacy
or educational seminars and programs.
These grants are strictly available to
State and local governments for battle-
field protection. There is a separate
and distinct Federal authorization for
educational programs and partnership
that is not part of this bill.

Mr. Speaker, with that, I reserve the
balance of my time.
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Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

(Mr. HOLT asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HOLT. I rise in support of the
American Battlefield Protection Pro-
gram Amendments Act that Mr. WITT-
MAN and I have brought to the com-
mittee and now to the floor.

From Lexington, where the shot still
reverberates, to Gettysburg, the site of
the battle described so brilliantly and
concisely by Lincoln, to the stories of
the American Revolution and the Civil
War, it is at the battlefields that we
bring to life the ideals of liberty and
democracy fostered by our Nation’s
Founders.

History is best experienced by those
who can touch it, feel it, live it; and
the battlefields of the American Revo-
lution, the War of 1812, and the Civil
War provide a unique opportunity for
Americans to experience where and
how the epic struggle for our Nation’s
independence and identity took place.
Unfortunately, urbanization, suburban
sprawl, and unplanned commercial and
residential development are constantly
encroaching on many of the significant
battlefields of the Revolutionary War,
the War of 1812, and the Civil War. This
encroachment poses a severe and grow-
ing risk to the preservation of these
historically significant sites.

Congress recognized this danger to
our shared history and in the late 1990s
created the American Battlefield Pro-
tection Program, a competitive grant
program that matches Federal dollars
with private money to preserve Civil
War sites. Since Congress first appro-
priated funding for this program, it has
helped to save more than 17,000 acres of
hallowed ground in 14 States, again en-
couraging private funds for acquiring
land from willing sellers.

The bill before us today, H.R. 1033,
would build on the success of the
American Battlefield Protection Pro-
gram in preserving Civil War battle-
field sites and would reauthorize this
program and extend the protection and
preservation to battlefields from the
Revolutionary War and the War of 1812.

H.R. 1033 would allow officials at the
American Battlefield Protection Pro-
gram to collaborate with State and
local governments and nonprofit orga-
nizations to preserve and protect the
most endangered historical sites and
provide up to 50 percent of the cost of
purchasing the battlefield land threat-
ened by sprawl and commercial devel-
opment, again from willing sellers en-
couraging the use of private funds.

Previously, this legislation has been
approved three times by this House
with overwhelming bipartisan support,
mostly unanimous.

In a markup in the House Natural
Resources Committee last month, the
American Battlefield Protection Pro-
gram Amendments Act again passed
unanimously.

As the Civil War Trust said in their
letter supporting this legislation:
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